


PUBLISHER’S NOTE 

Mr. Joe Tonahill has •written two outstanding papers 
which were not presented at the Belli Seminar of 1966 due 
to the lack of time. We are inserting them here because of 
their great interest to trial lawyers, students of the law, and 
to historians. 

The first of these papers is the next chapter entitled, 
VIEWING THE JACK RUBY CASE TODAY. “Today” 
was in November, 1966. Immediately upon learning of the 
death of J ack Ruby, I inquired of Mr. Tonahill if there were 
any additional comments he desired to add to this state- 
ment. His reply with regard to the death of Jack Ruby 
immediately follows his previous statement and commences 
on page 293. 

The second of Mr. Tonahill ’s prepared papers is one of 
the most interesting analyses of the Warren Report which 
has been published — assuming that Lee Harvey Oswald had 
lived, could he have been convicted of the assassination of 
President Kennedy? This skilled and resourceful lawyer, 
who is so well versed in the assassination and subsequent ^ 

events, says, “No I” This intriguing paper commences on 
page 298. 
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' VIEWING THE JACK RUBY CASE 
TODAY 

JoeH. Tonahill * 

On the matter of the assassination of President Kennedy 
and the shooting of his assassin, Oswald, by Jack Ruby the 
tragedy has not ended unfortunately. The last act curtain 
has not fallen. The epilogue is years distant. The assas- 
sination story and its aftermath is no longer a Dallas story. 
It has passed from that and moved into national history. 
Most of the world is now satisfied that Dallas was only 
incidental to the shootings themselves— insofar as causes 
and motives were concerned. 

Jack Buby’s story is one parcel of those eventful Novem- 
ber 1963 days that still rests in Dallas’ hands. When the 
Court of Criminal Appeals of Texas handed down its de- 
cision October 5, 1966, on the Enby appeal, Dallas’ dilemma 
may well be settled once and for all. 

It is difficult to understand that Jack Euby outraged so 
many people by doing precisely what so many have said 
Uiey would like to have done— or felt they were capable of 
doing. Thus, he exposed many to their own guilty judtr- 
ment. J 6 

Today, many people aren’t sure just what they think 
should be done, officially, with Jack Ruby. Most of them 
unhesitatingly say Ruby should not die for what he did, but 
the “something else” is rather too broad to be defined 
satisfactorily for the sake of our conscience or our society. 

“If there were only some way to publicly and legally 
admit what nearly everybody senses is true, that Jack Ruby 
was and is deranged, in such a way as to lift the responsi- 
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bilify of judgment from our hearts, it would make everyone 
happier,” one editor wrote recently for the DALLAS 
TIMES HEROLD. 

Had Jack Ruby shot Lee Harvey Oswald the afternoon of 
the assassination, Ruby would have been a hero. But at 
this hour, many people have accumulated this enormous side 
burden commitment to self-righteousness, to personal 
image, to politics, to ambition, and to that vague lip service 
we collectively (but seldom privately) pay to ‘‘the law’s 
demands.” 

Many people are now caught in a dilemma, which means 
that any way they go will be bad. Some felt the demands 
of society were met in the Jack Ruby trial when the jury 
brought in the death sentence. Immediately thereafter, a 
great majority of the people in this country felt that the 
demands were exceeded, and it has always been unthinkable 
that the sentence be carried out 
Having thus cleansed and horrified themselves, those 
people are now faced with the problem of “just what should 
be done with Ruby.” Since overtures have been made by 
the prosecution recently in which life imprisonment might 
be offered as a substitute for death in the electric chair, we 
now find that the Ruby case, to some, has moved to a point 
where admitting the legal alternative of life imprisonment 
is publicly and politically acceptable. 

Ruby will probably pass eventually to the place where 
freedom is quietly expected. 

Right now— if only Ruby would just disappear, some 
Dallasites and the prosecution would expect nothing else of 
J ack Ruby. 

Statement Following the Death of Jack Ruby 1 

Ever since it was announced on December 10 from Park- 
land Hospital that Jack Ruby had cancer, I have been ap- 

' See Editor’* Note, page 292 , supra. 
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T t0 Ws . life eIpectaEc y- There may be eases 
on record where patients have died 24 days after they were 
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* Parkiand ’ dack Rufe y was persona-non-grata. The 
Cfcainnan of its Board refused defense lawyers- request to 

lltil f° e * f r0W ” admit Ruby for “euro-psychiatric 
testing for _tnal purposes by Dr. Martin Towler of the Uni- 

:r^°^“ Sch ° 01 - Parkland “ - part 
wont!? Euby then (February 1964), and I assume they 
r J w ° ? art of him as a patient during the 24 days he 
hved after they diagnosed his case as cancer. At the outset 
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.® t " by “fTi, 78 refCrred t0 bimBclf as a “nobody” from the 
“somehnd < ^ 1C ^ 0 - Wlth the burning desire to become a 
somebody. If he could have been transferred to the 
M. D Anderson Tumor Besearch Center in Houston, per- 
haps those great men of science there in the field of tumor 

thonvhfth 0 ^ Vk 1 ° nlj i baVe ° nred Enb 5 r - but ‘ha™ is the 
t” . thal Bab J. a definite patriot, would have offered 
iwh ^ aU desirable experimental research tests 

fn , * h 7V ha bo “ Jght t0 a degree atone for his dread- 
f^ever n “ ehoo ‘ ulg 0awa >d, unfortunately sealing 
been the on ^ 8 U ?*'. “““ Way - Kub J r mi ght just have 

se?en« h t * 'T ' 8 t0 ^ those great research tumor 

scientists at M. D. Anderson a scintilla of technical fact 
which might fortuitously be the breakthrough in determin- 
mg the cause and cure for killer cancer. 

Jack Euby, the Chicago ghetto’s “nobody” would then 
have become ‘‘everybody’s somebody ” 

tre S »r ly . Q T ra ° r Co,mally couId bave arranged for the 
treatment and research efforts in Jack Buby’s case at M D 

Anderson Hospital in Houston-a State institution. In 
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fact, Houston should have been decided upon at the venue 
site for Ruby’s next trial for the sole reason of transferring 
him to Houston and making Ruby available to those great 
tumor scientists there at M. D. Anderson Hospital for 
treatment and research* Ruby would likely have insisted 
upon going there for treatment and research possibilities 
if his family had properly advised him of the opportunity 
and he were given the chance. Irrespective of what some 
may think of him, Jack Ruby was deeply patriotic. Jack 
Ruby was the kind of man who would have evaluated his 
killer-cancer as a blessing in disguise because of the tumor 
research potentials it might have offered those great men 
and women at M. D. Anderson* 

In view of his death from killer-cancer, I have no doubt 
that no deathbed confession came from Jack Ruby touching 
conspiracy, etc. with Oswald or others, because he, in my 
opinion, was a loner all the way and had nothing more to 
confess regarding the matter than what he had already told 
us. 

Undoubtedly, squealing wails will arise now from an en- 
raged news media because Ruby’s family would not agree 
to his answering a lot of questions. Accusations will storm 
the streets of Dallas now of conflicting nature bb to : Why 
was Ruby taken to Parkland? Why was it impossible to 
ask Jack questions? Why were his attorneys Sol Dann and 
Elmer Gertz allowed to sell a tape recording of a hospital 
interview with Jack Ruby to Capitol Records to the exclu- 
sion of the police, the FBI and the news media generally? 
Why did Jack Ruby die within only 24 days after being ad- 
mitted to Parkland Hospital? 

I hope that the medical records at Parkland mill be of- 
fered to the various institutions for inspection. Also, I hope 
that the authorities at Parkland will immediately invite a 
team of the top scientists in the field of tumor research at 
M. D. Anderson Hospital to participate in the study and the 
autopsy, looking toward the nature of Ruby’s cancer and 



the effect, if any, the type of treatment Ruby received had 
upon hastening his death, if it did hasten it. 

Only by following such a forthright and out-in-the-open 
procedure will the irresponsible element of the news media 
be deprived of their unbridled practice of creating sinister 
A and evil motives where no basis in fact exists for them. 
Otherwise, the insinuating whispers will become painful and 
incessant shouting I 
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